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Bulletin — . 


The Methodist Federation for Social Action, an unofficial mem- 
bership organization, seeks to deepen within the Church, the sense 
of soctal obligation and opportunity to study, from the Christian 
point of view, social problems and their solutions; and to promote 
social action in the spirit of Jesus. The Federation rejects the 
method of the struggle for profit as the economic base for soctety 
and seeks to replace it with social-economic planning to develop a 
Society without class or group discriminations and privileges. In 
seeking these objectives the Federation does not commit its mem- 
bers to any specific program, but remains an inspirational and edu- 
cational agency, proposing social changes by democratic decision, 
not by violence. 
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THE NAME AND THE OFFICE ADDRESS 


The November issue of the “Bulletin” gave-two reactions against 
the decision of the Executive committee to acquiesce in the request 
of the General Conference of 1952 for a change“of name of the 
unofficial Methodist Federation for Social Action and a change in 
office address. The Administrative committee on November 10 
authorized the Federation President, Bishop Edgar Love to appoint 
a committee to help secure for the “Bulletin” the differing points 
of view. If anyone imagines that Federation members do not think 
for themselves, an examination of the returns on the mail ballot 
would correct that view. In general, it may be said that the majority 
of those replying to date do not feel the issue of name and address 
is of significant importance to spend time and energy defending. 
On the other hand many members of long standing and undoubted 
loyalty feel the attack on name and address is one which should be 
resisted. Various points of view are stated below. 

(LFW ) 


I. FOR CHANGE AND MOVE 
Loyd F. Worley 


I resent as keenly as anyone can the self-evident campaign of 
mis-representation of the ideals and record of the un-official Meth- 
Odist Federation for Social Action, the latter phase of the campaign 

_ beginning with the Kansas City meeting in 1947. As a result of 
that campaign and without a fair trial the General Conference of 
1952 at San Francisco made two requests of the Federation. In my 
judgment it is better for the cause if there is no further delay in 
complying with the requests. 

A law abiding citizen of a democracy is expected to comply with 
the mandate of the democratic process whether he approves the 
decision or not or whether he feels his point of view has had ade- 
quate consideration. He is free to protest and to continue his appeal 
for consideration and justice but he ought not to resort to delaying 

_ tactics mor retreat behind legal barriers and continue sniping. He 
_ should take his defeat with good sportsmanship. It seems to mie we 
ate quibbling for months and years over minor matters. Any address 
‘in a free country is equally good for mailing purposes. For a long 
time there has been sentiment in favor of a mid-western office. Our 
annual meetings have not been held in the East for many years. 
_ Why not accomplish this objective and silence one form of sniping 
_ from our critics? If we are interested in constructive social action, 
we should move. This does not require by our constitution a mail 
ballot or an annual meeting. Certainly it is not being proposed in 
pany Sectet way. ; ae ae 
_ Personally, I believe the way to make progress in Christian Social 

Action is by the method of conciliation, reason and understanding. 

“Advance through storm” and by the deliberate precipitation or 


gain does not appeal to me. I know there are many who hate Fed- 


in the words of Jesus as recorded in Matthew 10:22-23. 
: AGAINST MOVE 


ES. A. and the Board of Publication, in the May Bulletin. 
ge there afe two inter-related points in the latter which do 
‘ge rt. They are freedom of utterance and land- 


continuation of crisis and conflict in the hope of resultant social © 


ionists and would harry them out of the land but I take com- — 


able cutting edge for action —W. P. Sheen, Newark, N. J. 
an : ‘ ok a _.. The good we do cannot be stopped by a changed name—C. 
ry F. Ward ign bee a Boma ern a 
e voting on the removal of the office one should recall the _ 
points on this issue shown in the correspondence between 
think we should pomp hier) . P. Newell, La Crosse, Wisc. 
X hil the name issue and the office issue now come to us in one 5 


~ Hopkinton, Mass. _ 
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need in a section easily accessible to our members at a price our 
budget can meet. This does not mean that we are getting a favor. 
We pay the same rate as the secular tenants. 

Concerning the landlord tenant relationship it needs to be re- 
membered that we have been there 35 years with no complaint. 
So we cannot be put out legally unless we do not pay the rent, or 
the landlord needs the space. He cannot show that the space is 
needed for church board purposes unless he first puts out the se- 
cular tenants. Because of the national housing situation and its 
bearing upon the people of low income our obligation to uphold 
housing law standards extends far beyond our own needs. 

This responsibility, added to the resultant strengthening of the 
national forces of reaction if they now achieve something their 
press statted after in ’48, answers for me the tactical question of 
whether giving ground on the office issue would put us in a better 
position in the church to move forward in our main task. 

The General Conference request I hold to be without moral 
authority because it was voted without discussion, or knowledge 
of the facts by the majority. Their action is no more rational than 
the’ companion declaration that we have “‘no right to take any ac- 
tion which in any way might be construed as speaking for or reflect- 
ing the sentiment or position of the Methodist Church.” This 
would debar us from supporting any action of the General Con- 
ference or its Board of Social and Economic Relations. 

Consequently, and also because of the national consequences of 
the requests of the Board and the General Conference, I vote that 
our Executive Committee continue to stand fast on the request for 
a conference or a hearing—never yet granted us. 

I suggest that our position in any conference be that the ques- 
tion of removal of office stand where it now is until General Con- 
ference legislates a general policy concerning the rental of Board 


property. : 


OTHER MEMBERSHIP VIEWS 


On Name: - 
While it is unfortunate that some frightened and misunder- 
standing Methodists are so intolerant, I think we should voluntarily 
cooperate with the General Conference. Suggest “The Federation 
for Social Action” (the “Methodist” would always go by connota- — 
tion through familiarity) —E. S. McLaughlin, Gladstone, N. J. 
Leave it as it is! Real Methodists ought to be proud of it— — 
E. R. Brown, East Hampton, L. I. Saas (eee 
Let us be independent and not beholden to those who would like 
to control us. A suggestion would be “The Christian Federation 
for Social Action (formerly Methodist Federation for Social Acc 
tion)”. Being an independent group we should endeavor to attract _ 
those like-minded Christians in other denominations. “In Union 
there is strength.”—-R. S, Page, Needham, Mass. So Seas 
I believe there is a heritage and tradition to be preserved. To — 
allow the name to be lost I believe would not only be unjust to 
the Federation; it would deprive the Methodist Church of a valu 


Freres 


Pieh, Paynesville, Minn. — — Shs ae 
I think the General Conference has done an outrageo 


graceful thing in asking us to change our name. Nevertl 


‘Why should the General Conference dictate the n = 
have no monopoly on the use of “Methodist”—J. E. 1 


ie 


Change as requested 


- Change as requeste 
ence is governed b 


name does now give the impression of an official body of the Church 
which we are not, nor wish to be-—C. S, Aldrich, Erie, Pa. 

I think we should change name when “Methodist Challenge”, 
et al., change theirs—A. L. Potter, Watertown, N. Y. 

Why not “The Wesleyan Federation for Social Action?” John 
Wesley wasn’t too acceptable in his home church either and had to 
move out.—F. Rowe, Canal Winchester, Ohio. 

I see no need of changing names. This organization has existed 
since 1907. Don’t compromise principles——-T, M. King, Diagonal, 
Iowa. 

If there is a combination of words that may serve as a minor 
concession, such a change would show we are loyal Methodists 
willing to compromise anything that is not vital—E. L. Peet, 
Sacramento, Calif, 

As to name: I’m happy to retain it as it is. I would not object 
to a slight change as “Methodists Federated for Social Action”. 
We have a glorious tradition in social contribution. I’m proud of 
the Methodists who have catried the M.F.S.A. —W. C. Wasser, 
Denver, Colo. 


On Office: 


Since the General Conference acted after a barrage of false 
propaganda, General Conference delegates voted as they did be- 
cause they were fooled by false propaganda. I believe the name 
should be retained and the office should be retained, and the next 
General Conference should have the facts placed before them with 
reference to the propaganda calculated to smear the Federation as 
a communist front. Documentation of that false propaganda which 
misled General Conference delegates may be found in a letter I 
wrote Congressman John Wood of the House Committee on Un- 
American Activities last April 17—Clyde R. Miller, N. Y. City 

(Editor’s Note: Write for the full text of the 14 page letter. Con- 
tribute towards cost of multigraphing. For excerpts see column 2.) 

Continue negotiations with Board of Publication in direction 
you have already taken——H. M. Braun, Akron, Ia. 

Move by all means now that General Conference has requested 
it, and as soon as possible—D. W. Throckmorton, Sacramento, Cal. 

Move, if we can move to another office without serious com- 
plications of money and convenience——A. E, Hartman, Vincentown, 
N. J. (Newark Conference M.F.S.A. members expressed the same 
idea in their Chapter meeting, Nov. 17.) 

It’s the work that is important, not the location—-M. J. Froem- 
ming, Whitewater, Wisc. 

To “win friends and influence people” by all means, move.— 
E. E. Allen, Milwaukee, Wisc. 

Stay where we are until we can relocate in some city in the 
midwest, nearer the psychological center of Protestantism and the 
geographical and population center of U.S., mot because we were 
kicked out, but because it is a wise move that we contemplated be- 
fore.—J. Klein, Proctorville, Ohio. 

I would favor staying where we ate. I can see no case made 
for our not renting space in the building owned by the Methodist 
Church. But if the majority think we should move, I would still 
suggest remaining in New York City. Location near the UN and 
sources of information in N.Y.C. would seem a definite advantage — 
C. S. Aldrich, Erie, Pa. : 

Stay in present location! Let’s not be unchristianly stubborn, 
but let’s not be frightened into compromising with our rights— 
let’s stay, at least till we've had a fair trial—M. J. Koestline, Ham- 
mond, Ind. : 

Would not advocate change unless it worked to advantage— 
I. E. Rossell, Ashville, N. Y 

If you were to move to a Wesley Foundation that had adequate 
facilities and where you were welcome, you could get better fa- 
cilities, probably for less rent—W. A. Hearn, Columbia, Mo. 

(Offers would be welcome.) 

There is no point in forcing ourselves on our unwilling Methodist 
family. Even as orphans and outcasts we can make our contribution 
to a cold and bitter world—M. E. Lindstrom, Sharon, Pa. 

If our rent is paid and if the space is not urgently needed by the 
owner I see no reason for moving.—S. Hedrick, Newton Centre, 

Ly eee 

__ Yes, stay at our present place. But if we are to move, go to Nash- 
ville in the Methodist address belt—H. Beukelman, Woburn, 


SS. 

In order to further emphasize the unofficial nature of our organi- 
zation let us voluntarily remove from present church owned prop- 
erty—P. G. Hayes, Albert Lea, Minn. 


BALLOT ON NATIONAL OFFICE 
1, Shall M.F.S.A, move its national office? Yes No J 
2. If a move is made, what city do you recommend? 
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M.ES.A., Room 402, 150 Fifth Ave, New York 11, N.Y. 
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M.F.S.A. COMMITTEE ACTS ON NAME & OFFICE 


Exploration to date of office rental possibilities and costs in New 
York, Columbus, and Chicago was reported at the Administrative 
Committee meeting Nov. 10. It revealed that in those three cities, 
offices similar to the present office are more expensive. Tenants at 
150 Fifth Avenue, including M.F.S.A., pay at the rate of $1.71 per 
square foot per year. The same rate at 156 Fifth Avenue, the Pres- 
byterian Building next door, is $2.25. Available New York offices 
as quoted by Abbott & Adams Real Estate, range up to $4.50 per 
square foot, The M.F.S.A, Executive Committee member in Colum- 
bus reported office rent there “around $2.50 or $3.00 per sq. ft. 
a year.” A Chicago Executive Committee member found an office 
there available at $95 a month—more than double the rent cur- 
rently paid. 

Up to the Administrative Committee Meeting on Nov. 10 335 
valid votes on name had been cast: 229 favoring and 104 oppos- 
ing a name change. 161 favored Methodists Federated for Social 
Action, 84 A Fellowship for Christian Social Action, 57 A Fellow- 
ship of Methodists for a Christian Social Order. 33 had other sug- 
gestions, 

After much discussion the M.F.S.A. Administrative Committee 
decided: 1. The December and January issues of Social Questions 
Bulletin shall publish statements from members on the name and 
office questions—with all viewpoints welcome. Contributions for 
the next issue are solicited. 

2. Voting members, already polled on name, are also now to be 
polled on office: as to whether M.F.S.A. should move its national 
office as requested; and as to what city is recommended for the na- 
tional office if a move is made. Please return the office ballot below. ' 

3. The first of February is deadline for ballots on both name and 
office. Ballots are valid from members who have paid dues for the 
current fiscal year, 1952-53, (M.F.S.A.’s fiscal year began June 1.) 
Ballots on office and name, and dues through 1952-53 are due and 
urged. Please send both before February. 


The Honorable John S. Wood 
Washington, D. C. 
Dear Mr. Wood: 

Your Committee’s Review of the Federation interested me. 

1. It repeats attacks made on the Federation by non-Methodist 
interests through many years. The Hearst newspapers attacked the 
Federation and its officers, including Bishop McConnell, in 1936. 
A similar attack was made in 1948 by the Scripps-Howard news- 

apers. 

. 5 These propaganda offensives against the Federation have co- 
incided with the quadrennial conferences of our Church. That of 
Hearst came just before the 1936 conference in Columbus, Ohio; 
that of Scripps-Howard, just before the 1948 conference in Boston. 
Your Committee’s review appears timed to coincide with the 1952 
quadrennial conference in San Francisco. 

3. The material in the Review is a repetition of the same dis- 
honest propaganda utilized by Hearst and Scripps-Howard previous- 
ly. It stigmatizes the Social Gospel as “Communist” and those who 
preach it as “fellow travelers”. The Federation, Mr. Wood, is found- 
ed on the Social Gospel. It encourages the same kind of human 
behaviour in today’s world that Jesus would encourage. 

4. Your Committee’s propaganda against the Federation and the 
Social Gospel, like that of the Hearst and Scripps-Howard news- 
papers, is authoritarian in character. This propaganda is essentially 
that of the Vatican State and of the fascist dictatorships with which 
it has been so closely associated. 

5. Your Committee’s review repeats false charges; it does not 
include statements which might give the reader some idea of the 
mendacity of those charges or of what might have prompted the 
unscrupulous dissemination of them. 

For example, I did not see in the Review Bishop Oxnam’s answer 
to Stanley High’s Reader’s Digest article, “Methodism’s Pink Fringe.” 
You printed the High article in full. But you did not even state that 
Bishop Oxnam had written an answer to it and that Reader’s Digest 
refused to print the answer. . , 

Is it not reasonable to believe that your Committee’s Review of 
the Methodist Federation is another deliberate effort to poison the 
minds of Methodists and of their fellow citizens with the expecta- 
tion that at its forthcoming quadrennial conference in San Fran- 
cisco our Methodist Church will finally disavow the Federation and 
the Social Gospel and thus achieve the ultimate purpose of the 
Hearst newspapers and Scripps-Howard press? 

Are not similar attacks on social action groups in other Prot- 
estant churches made so churches will tonfak their activities to. 
ritual and liturgy and avoid the Social Gospel for building better 
race relationships, for ending needless poverty, and for “building 
goodwill rather than enmity among the nations? 
Our Methodist Bishops, Mr. Wood, have taken a firm stand for 
separation of Church and State? Do you realize that your Com- 
mittee’s Review of the Methodist Federation could be considered a 
violation of the provision in the United States Constitution for 
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CHRISTMAS PEACE AND KOREAN ISSUES 


In the Christmas Story we read: “The dayspring from on high 
shall visit us . . . to guide our feet into peace.” “Ye shall find the 
babe in a manger. Glory to God, and on earth peace, good will 
toward men.” The Babe grew into manhood, and declared: “Blessed 
are the peacemakers: they shall be called sons of God.” The Prophet 
of old had declared: “They in the land of the shadow of death, upon 
them hath the light shined. Every battle of the warrior is with con- 
fused noise, and garments rolled in blood; but this shall be with 
burning and fuel of fire (i.e, be ended). For unto us a child is 
born, a son is given: and his name shall be called Prince. of Peace.” 

Is not Korea today’s “land of the shadow of death” with “gar- 
ments rolled in blood?” 


What About a Cease-Fire Now?. 


In the current U.N. debate on Korea, Pakistan urged an immedi- 
ate end on both sides to the slaughter, destruction, blood-letting. It 
Was a moving, humanitarian appeal, appropriate in the pre-Christ- 
mas season, and based on the view that reason rather than violence 
should be employed to settle the sole point at “issue in the stalled 
armistice negotiations (prisoner of war repatriation )+« The M.F.S.A. 
Executive Committee on September 2 called for an immediate cease 
fire with negotiations to go on. Methodism’s official Christian Ad- 
vocate took that position editorially in its issue of October 23. 
M.F.S.A. Chapters and other churchmen have also asked an imme- 
diate cease-fire. But at the U.N. our U.S. delegation promptly and 
publicly rejected Pakistan’s cease-fire appeal—insisting that the vio- 
lence (against prisoners and non-prisoners alike) must go on until 
the prisoner of war issue is settled in the way we demand. So the 
war goes on, and casualties on both sides are very high in this pre- 
Christmas season. Why not read the Christmas story and write Sec- 
retary of State Acheson or President Truman or President-elect Eisen- 
hower (Commodore Hotel, N.Y. City) if you think the war in that 
“land of the shadow of death” should be-ended and the dispute be 
negotiated and settled in peace? 

United Nations Command negotiators at Pammunjom are high- 
ranking military officers from only one U.N. member-country—the 
U.S.A. They too have opposed any cessation of the fighting prior to 

completion of the armistice draft. Thus the U.S. position at Pam- 
munjom and now at the U.N. is that military pressure and action 
is required to make the negotiations succeed. 

But both the U.S. and the U.N. majority took exactly the oppo- 

| Site position in the U.N. Assembly’s Korean debate in January, 1951. 
This was after Chinese intervention and the rout of MacArthur’s 
forces near the Yalu river boundary. The U.S. and U.N. majority 

_ then asked the advancing Chinese and North Koreans to stop their 

_ advance and agree to an immediate cease fite as a prelude to peace 
negotiations and as a prerequisite to a rational, non-violent atmos- 

_ phere in which negotiations would have a chance to succeed. U.S. 

: delegates and their allies argued cogently and vigorously that hon- 
orable negotiations were impossible without a cease-fire, that honor- 

able men could not negotiate under fire or duress. When the mili- 

tary situation improved for the U.S. its cease-fire stand was reversed. 

_ Was the stand, and its reversal morally or militarily based? 

(For our similar reversal on the demarcation line issue, see the 

Nov. 1951 Bulletin. Our opponents made a big concession by ac- 
-cepting our insistence that we occupy captured territory north of the 
38th Parallel even after an armistice.) 


Shifting Definitions of Aggression 
Since both governments in Korea ignore Parallel 38 in their Con- | 

stitutions, and claim all of Korea—is Parallel 38 a boundary be- 
tween two countries, or an arbitrary line within one? Did the con- 
flict begin as civil war in one country, or aggression by one country 
against another? $3 
We Americans have a similar problem. Did we have a Civil War 
‘or a War Between Two States, the Confederacy and the Union? 
“When Northern armies crossed the Mason-Dixon Line and marched 
into the South, were they unifying one country, or committing ag- 
gression? The Editor’s grandfather, a Methodist Georgian, enlisted 
th the Confederate Army; was captured by Northern soldiers im 


aggressor was. But “aggression” to some Southerners was “libera- 
ion” to others, Negro slaves for whom Lincoln wrote an Emancipa- 
yn Proclamation, counterparts perhaps of South Korean peasants 
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ession for the North Koreans to march across the 


th Carolina. He and other Confederates had little doubt who - to screen and withhold 14,000 Chinese and 34,000 No: 
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who conduct guerilla warfare, hate landlordism, and want — : 
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and logic, not force and violence. — 


‘The World’s First Hydro 


All of which may throw some light on the current but hardly 
noticed dispute in the U.N.’s Legal Committee, The Soviet Union 
is urging that Committee to accept the task of agreeing on a legal 
definition of aggression. Governments allied with us deny the pos- 
sibility or wisdom of any such definition! 


What About Prisoners of War? 


In the current U.N. debate all parties admit that the negotiators 
have agreed on all points but repatriation of war prisoners. 
Our spokesmen insist on voluntary rather than universal repa- 
triation, They claim moral and humanitarian reasons—concern for 
the welfare of the prisoners. As for strictly humanitarian concern 
for prisoners, has it been practiced in the camps where our troops 
admittedly have shot and slain unarmed captives? And is humani- 
tarian concern, either for prisoners or non-prisonets, shown in our 
insistence that the murderous fighting go on until the prisoner issue 
is settled our way? 
What about our present stand on prisoner repatriation? Has our 
stand on this issue been without shift? How many Americans have 
seen the text distributed at the U.N. of the Armistice Draft articles 
already agreed to at Pammumjom by our U.S. negotiators on behalf 
of the United Nations Command? Article III of the agreed draft 
is entitled “ARRANGEMENTS RELATING TO PRISONERS OF 
WAR,” and includes: 
“51. All prisoners of war in the custody of each side at the time 
this armistice, agreement becomes effective shall be released and 
repatriated as soon as possible. The release and repatriation of such 
prisoners of war shall be effected in conformity with lists exchanged 
and checked by the respective sides. 
“54, Repatriation of all of the prisoners of war tequired by 
paragraph 51 shall be completed within a time limit of two months 
after this armistice agreement becomes effective. Within this time 
limit each side undertakes to complete the repatriation of all prison- 
ets of war in its custody at the earliest practicable time.” Note the 
first word of Article III and of Paragraph 51 is “all”, a word re- 
peated at the beginning of Paragraph 54. Note further that our 
negotiators, headed by Major General W. K. Harrison, Jr., U. S. 
Army, on behalf of Gen. Mark W. Clark, U.S. Army, Commander- 
in-Chief United Nations Command, helped draft and have agreed 
to those paragraphs. 
The N.Y. Times of Nov. 20 has a letter on prisoner repatriation 
by Wm. R. Mathews, Editor and Publisher of The Arizona Daily 
Star of Tucson who writes: $ 
Americans “do not know they are condoning an official breach 
of a treaty that their representatives signed in Geneva in July 1949.” 
“Article 118 of Section II (Geneva Convention on War Prisoners) 
provides: ‘Prisoners of war shall be released and repatriated with- 
out delay after cessation of hostilities.’ Nowhere in the treaty is 
provision made for any unilateral exception. The treaty was regis- 
tered on Nov. 2, 1950, with the United Nations ... Within 18 
months after signing it we are demanding the unilateral right to re- — 
vise one provision to suit ourselves. I cannot believe the American 
people would approve of this conduct on our part if they were aware 
of its implications .. . They do not know they ate setting a prece- 
dent of official conduct that other nations, large and small, can in 
future use to justify equally flagrant breaches when they redound to 
their temporary advantage... ae eee 
“Worst of all, we use the ‘humanitarian’ excuse to weaken the  — 
very foundation any humanitarian ideals must have to be effective— — 
the rule of law. Without the rule of law humanitarian principles 
will depend upon the whim or caprice of a few top individuals... 
“We would set a precedent . . . Our enemies could use it as 
mask for slave labor camps, where our men would be retained us 
der the pretext that they did not want to be returned. Thus human- 
itarian ideals will suffer rather than progress. eee 
“To support the rule of law we went to war in Korea and 
after all the sacrifices, we try to delude ourselves and the world into — 


thinking that for humanitarian reasons we can breach the rule of © 
Jaws? 2 en pe ee ae ae 
Mr. Mathews also points out that, whereas we demand the . Se 


prisoners, we also “demand the return of all of our men tak 


M.F.S.A. has no official stand on the prisoner of 
it does contend that there should be no more fightin 
or on either side pending further discussion an 
the disputed issue. Efforts to win this argument should 
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How better observe Christmas in 1952 than by prayerful reflec- 
tion and responsible action on these issues of war or peace? Won't 
you tell us what you and your groups are doing for peace, how this 
Bulletin can be more useful to you, and how we can do a better 
peace job? Together this Christmas let us recall these New and Old 
Testament words: “Saith Jesus, “They that take the sword shall perish 
with the sword.” “Woe to them that go down to Egypt (to mili- 
tary alliances and pacts) for help; and trust in chariots, because 
they ate many; and in horsemen, because they are strong; but look 
not unto the Holy One, neither seek the Lord!” 

A Happy Christmas and New Year to you, to your loved ones, 
and to all of God’s loved ones of all nations! And may the sons of 
God who are peacemakers, win new victories in 1953 for the final 
abolition of war. 

J.R.M. 


NEWARK M.F.S.A. FOR PEACE & CIVIL LIBERTIES 


Newark Conference M.F.S.A. held the first of a series of mid- 
year meetings November 17 at Drew. They discussed social action 
within the Conference and the M.F.S.A. national name and office 
questions. They voted chapter communications to U.N. and USS. 
officials urging immediate cease fire in Korea and civilian repre- 
sentation in further armistice negotiations. 

Discussed was the U.S. Supreme Court decision that day refusing 
to review death sentences imposed by a lower court on Julius and 
Ethel Rosenberg—the first death sentences imposed by a U.S. civil 
court on persons indicted not of treason for a wartime enemy, 
but of espionage for a wattime ally. Members suggested individual 
communications to President Truman asking that he commute the 
sentences since: (1) Capital punishment in general, and in this 

_ case, is morally questionable; (2) The death sentence in this case 
is unprecedented and unduly severe; (3) Since we believe in equal 
justice and oppose double standard, the Rosenbergs should not 
suffer death when others in England and the U.S. (e.g., Fuchs) get 
much milder sentences for the same crime. 


SECRETARY PLANS CROSS-COUNTRY FIELD TRIP 


The M.F.S.A. Executive Secretary has accepted a speaking en- 
gagement in Los Angeles March 1. Other church, civic group, plat- 
form or forum engagements (as well as local and conference 
M.F.S.A. Chapter meetings) going out to Los Angeles, and on the 
ae trip, will be welcome. Write the National Office if you will 

elp. 
FEDERATION’S PRESIDENT SENDS APPEAL 

M.F.S.A.’s new President, Bishop Edgar A. Love, called and 
chaired the Administrative Committee on November 10—his first 
official action as M.F.S.A. President. Later he sent a strong appeal 
letter to all members. He sees no other existing agency in the Church 
which can or does replace the independent M.F.S.A., which can or 
does take such clear or courageous stands, or present such needed 
but largely withheld facts, on world peace, democratic liberties, eco- 
nomic justice, racial equality. If you agree, if you want M.F.S.A. 
_ to survive and to expand its work and usefulness, please respond 

quickly and generously to Bishop Love’s appeal for the year’s budget 
and for urgent pressing needs (by back and current dues, extra gifts, 
pledges for the future, larger levels of giving). M.F.S.A. has no 
_ subsidy, no “angels”. It depends on you. If Bishop Love’s letter fail- 
ed to reach you, write for it. 


M.F.S.A. ACTS FOR PEACE & RACIAL EQUALITY 


The M.F.S.A. Administrative Committee Nov. 10 voted: (1) 
To seek interviews with U.N. delegations and to urge U.N. action 
for a cessation of fighting by both sides in Korea during peace 
_ negotiations; (2) To urge U.N. delegations and the U.S. govern- 

ment to give moral support to the struggle against racial oppression 
_ in South Africa; (3) To commend the Dean and associated faculty 
members of the University of the South, Sewanee, Tenn., who sub- 
__-mitted their resignations in protest against the barring of Negro 

‘students. 
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BEHIND THE HEADLINES 


The headlines, in red, shout: “SUPREME COURT REJECTS 
SECOND APPEAL OF ROSENBERGS.” Behind those words is a — 
story whose main features are known around the world. Yet its 
facts are unknown to most of our citizens. The story will go into 
history, along with the cases of Sacco and Vanzetti and the Chicago 
Anarchists, as one of our great political trials where justice failed 
because of the temper of the times. ; 

Two quiet, simple living young people, Ethel and Julius Rosen- 
berg, with two young children, Convicted and sentenced to. death 
at the height of war panic for supplying atomic information to 
Russia. The case built up before trial in lurid terms in the press, in 
air and the screen. 112 witnesses were to be called, 18 prominent 
scientists. court only 23 appeared, of whom only four knew the 
defendants personally. No atomic scientist. No witness to the alleged 
crime except one, who acknowledges guilt and gets off with im-_ 
prisonment. If they had been charged with treason instead of with 3 
espionage they would have gone free. Because that crime carries 
the death sentence our founding father made the Constitution re- ~ 
quire two witnesses to the actual deed. ‘y 

After hundreds of neighbors had been questioned by the FBI, and | 
the defendants’ records raked with a fine comb, no motive found, — 
no connection with any political party; nothing to indicate capacity — 
or desire for committing the crime charged. After the mental tor- 
ture of the trials and appeals, and weeks in separate death house — 
cells they still insist they are innocent, and believe the American — 
people will see that justice is done. 

The essential witness is brother to Ethel Rosenberg who quar- 
relled violently with his brother-in-law over the business in which ~ 
they were partners. With high school education, he had failed in — 
every higher course taken to get advancement. As sergeant at the 
atomic proving grounds he claimed to have picked bits of informa- 
tion now and again and put them together to show the know how ~ 
of the bomb; to have given this to his brother-in-law and sister for — 
transmission to a Russian agent. Prof. Urey, Nobel Prize atomic — 
scientist, one of the witnesses never called, says it would take sev- — 
eral scientists working in libraries for one or two years to do what 
he claims to have done. The appellate court accepted his testimony 
without challenge, admitting that without it there was no case. 
That is what the war temper is doing to the reasoning faculties. ; 


The judge told the jury the defendants had given Russia the ~ 
atomb bomb and were responsible for the several thousand cas- | 
ualties in Korea to date. He says that before deciding on the death 
penalty he spent an hour a day in prayer about the case. 


Twice now the Supreme Court has refused to hear the case. Did — 
those who wrote the Bill of Rights guarantee of due process of law — 
to all accused persons mean that due process should stop at the 
doors of the Supreme Court? That there is no court of last resort 
for persons under sentence of death who claim innocence? Some — 
day we will get a Congress which will rule that the Supreme Court 
must hear every case involving life or liberty. 


Unless the President commutes the sentence two average young 
citizens will die in the electric chair before many days have gone 
by. History will record them victims of the callousness to death 
produced by the slaughter of millions in the late war, the steady 
production of new weapons to kill still many more millions, the war 
that has become “Operation Killer”, its objective now described 
as “not territory but slaughter of the enemy.” f a 


We preachers talk about sacredness of human personality, pro- 
claim human rights above property rights. The same day in which the 
Supreme Court refused the first Rosenberg appeal it took the case 
of a gambler fighting the fifty dollar tax on book making. What is 
human life worth in the United States today? Ask the families of 
the Negroes shot down on the streets of northern cities by trig 
happy, race prejudiced, policemen who remain on the force u 
punished? Where is the Christian conscience that will speak fro 
enough pulpits; translate our words into deeds; send 
for commutation to Truman that he cannot disregard 
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